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People, Respondent
V.
Julie Ireland, Appellant
The time for granting review on the court’s own motion is hereby
extended to and including June 11, 2002. (Cal. Rules of Court,
rule 28(a)(1).)

People, Respondent

V.
Randall Scott Cash, Appellant

The request of appellant’s counsel for 45 minutes for oral
argument is granted.

Orders were filed in the following matters extending the time within

which to grant or deny a petition for review to and including the date indicated, or
until review is either granted or denied:

A097206/S105175 San Mateo County Transit District v. Workers

Compensation Appeals Board; Clarence Hill, RPl — June 12,
2002.

B142914S105025  Geoffrey Scott Paul v. Michael E. Friedman — June 6, 2002.

B146579/S105015 Ceestine Lewisv. Astro Office ProductsInc. et al. —June 7,

2002.

H023996/S104814 Inre Andrew Gutierrez on Habeas Corpus— May 31, 2002.

S012943

People, Respondent

V.
David Allen Rundle, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Senior Deputy
State Public Defender Denise Anton’s representation that she
anticipates filing the appellant’ s opening brief by June 25, 2002,
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S018637

S018909

S024416

S029490

counsel’ s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief
Is granted to June 25, 2002. After that date, no further extension is
contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Jackie Ray Hovarter, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon Assistant State Public
Defender Denise Kendall’ s representation that she anticipates filing
the appellant’ s opening brief by December 26, 2002, counsel’s
request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted
to June 25, 2002. After that date, only three further extensions
totaling 185 additional days are contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Robert Y oung, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Wesley A. Van
Winkle' s representation that he anticipates filing the reply brief by
September 1, 2002, counsel’ s request for an extension of timein
which to file that brief is granted to June 28, 2002. After that date,
only one further extension totaling 60 additional daysis
contemplated.

People, Respondent
V.

Dellano Leroy Cleveland and Chauncey Jamal Veasley, Appellants
Good cause appearing, and based upon Assistant State Public
Defender Donald J. Ayoob’ s representation that he anticipates filing
the opening brief for appellant Dellano Leroy Cleveland by June 28,
2002, counsel’ s request for an extension of time in which to file that
brief is granted to June 28, 2002. After that date, no further

extension will be granted.

People, Respondent

V.
David Earl Williams, Appellant

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’s brief is extended
to and including June 17, 2002.



SAN FRANCISCO April 30, 2002 722

S033149

S033360

S033436

S035367

S035769

People, Respondent

V.
Latwon Weaver, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including June 24, 2002.

People, Respondent

V.
Keone Wallace, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel David Joseph
Macher’s representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s
opening brief by August 31, 2002, counsel’s request for an extension
of time in which to file that brief is granted to June 28, 2002. After
that date, only one further extension totaling 64 additional daysis
contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Albert Lewis and Anthony Oliver, Appellants

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General
Alan D. Tate' s representation that he anticipates filing the
respondent’ s brief by November 1, 2002, counsel’ s request for an
extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 1,
2002. After that date, only two further extensions totaling 123
additional days are contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Cedric S. Harrison, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Thomas Kallay’s
representation that he anticipates filing the reply brief by July 30,
2002, counsel’ s request for an extension of time in which to file that
brief is granted to June 28, 2002. After that date, only one further
extension totaling 32 additional days is contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Matthew Heard, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Jonathan P.
Milberg’ s representation that he anticipates filing the reply brief by
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S049389

S058734

S064415

June 14, 2002, counsel’ s request for an extension of time in which to
file that brief is granted to June 14, 2002. After that date, no further
extension is contempl ated.

People, Respondent

V.
Thomas Howard Lenart, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including May 24, 2002.

People, Respondent

V.
Karl D. Holmes, Herbert C. McClain, and Lorenzo A. Newborn,
Appellants

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Thomas Kallay’s
representation that he anticipates filing the request for correction of
the record by June 6, 2002, counsel’ s request for an extension of
time in which to request correction of the record in the superior court
Is granted to June 6, 2002. After that date, no further extension is
contemplated.

Counsel for appellant Lorenzo A. Newborn is ordered to serve a
copy of the record correction motion on this court upon itsfiling in
the superior court.

People, Respondent

V.
Michael Lamar Bramit, Appellant

Good cause appearing, counsel’ s request for an extension of time
in which to file the the appellant’ s opening brief is granted to
June 17, 2002. The court anticipates that after that date, only six
further extensions totaling 360 additional days will be granted.
Counsel is ordered to inform his or her assisting attorney or entity, if
any, and any assisting attorney or entity of any separate counsel of
record of this schedule, and take all steps necessary to meet this
schedule.
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S064769

S087243

S089357

S091159

S092356

People, Respondent

V.
Carlos Anthony Hawthorne, Appellant

Good cause appearing, counsel’ s request for an extension of time
in which to file the appellant’ s opening brief is granted to June 17,
2002. The court anticipates that after that date, only six further
extensions totaling 360 additional days will be granted.

People, Respondent

V.
John George Brown, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including May 28, 2002.

In re Kristin W. Hughes

on
Habeas Corpus

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public
Defender Douglas G. Ward' s representation that he anticipates filing
the reply informal response by August 28, 2002, counsel’ s request
for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to
May 29, 2002. After that date, only three further extensions totaling
90 additional days are contemplated.

In re Ramon Salcido

on
Habeas Corpus

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Conrad
Peterman’ s representation that he anticipates filing the reply
informal response by June 10, 2002, counsel’ s request for an
extension of time in which to file that document is granted to
May 28, 2002. After that date, only one further extension totaling
13 additional days is contemplated.

In re Maurice Boyette

on
Habeas Corpus

Good cause appearing, and based upon State Public Defender
Lynne S. Coffin’s representation that she anticipates filing the reply
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S094088

S101172

S101300

S102296

informal response by May 28, 2002, counsel’s request for an
extension of timein which to file that brief is granted to May 28,
2002. After that date, no further extensions is contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Arlene Dena Sanders et a., Appellants

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the Opening Brief on the
Meritsis extended to and including May 26, 2002.

In re James Gregory Marlow

on
Habeas Corpus

Good cause appearing, and based upon Supervising Attorney
Genera Pamela A. Ratner’ s representation that she anticipates filing
the informal response by July 1, 2002, counsel’ s request for an
extension of timein which to file that brief is granted to May 29,
2002. After that date, only one further extension totaling 33
additional days is contemplated.

In re Rodney Jesse San Nicolas

on
Habeas Corpus

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Wesley A. Van
Winkle' s representation that he anticipates filing the reply informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by July 22, 2002,
counsel’ s request for an extension of time in which to file that
document is granted to June 6, 2002. After that date, only one
further extension totaling 46 additional days is contemplated.

In re Dannie Ray Hillhouse

on
Habeas Corpus

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General
Paul E. O’ Connor representation that he anticipates filing the
informal response by May 17, 2002, counsel’ s request for an
extension of time in which to file the informal response is granted to
May 16, 2002. After that date, no further extension is contempl ated.
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S102965

S104807

S062259

S093830

People, Respondent

V.
Henry James Holmes, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief on
the meritsis extended to and including May 20, 2002.

In re CynthiaLynn Coffman

on
Habeas Corpus

Good cause appearing, and based upon Supervising Deputy
Attorney General Pamela A. Ratner’ s representation that she
anticipates filing the informal response by September 16, 2002,
counsel’ s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief
Is granted to June 3, 2002. After that date, only four further
extensions totaling 106 additional days are contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Robert Walter Scully, Appellant

Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, the State
Public Defender is hereby appointed to represent appellant Robert
Walter Scully for the direct appeal in the above automatic appeal
now pending in this court.

In re Daniel Donald McLeod on Discipline

Good cause having been shown, it is hereby ordered that
probation is revoked, the previously ordered stay of execution of
suspension in the above entitled matter is lifted, and Daniel Donald
McLeod, State Bar No. 127210, shall be actually suspended from
the practice of law for 90 days. Credit toward the period of actua
suspension shall be given for the period of involuntary inactive
enrollment which commenced on January 25, 2002 (Business &
Professions Code section 6007(d)(3)). It isfurther ordered that
respondent comply with rule 955 of the California Rules of Court,
and that he perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of
that rule within 30 and 40 days, respectively, after the effective date
of thisorder.* Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance
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115763-02

with Business & Professions Code section 6086.10 and payablein
accordance with Business & Professions Code section 6140.7.
*(See Bus. and Prof. Code, § 6126, subd. (c).)

THE HONORABLE STEVEN Z. PERREN, Associate Justice of
the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, Division Six, is
hereby assigned to assist the Supreme Court of California, asa
justice thereof, on April 29, 2002, and until completion and
disposition of all causes and matters submitted pursuant to this
assignment including, if necessary by reason of avacancy or
disqualification of a Supreme Court justice, petitions for rehearing
arising out of such causes and matters.

Dated: April 29, 2002
Ronald M. George
Chief Justice of Californiaand
Chairperson of the Judicial Council



